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Washinglon Post falf Writer

‘Highranking U.S.

‘demonsiration” drop of stomic
weapons in Indochina, in late
1064 and carly 1903, according
to documents published yester-
day by the conservative mag-
azine National Review.
© The docurnents were among
14 pages of supposedly “lop
seeret” official papers printed
by the magazine te “ihrust in-
to an appropriate context” the
eavlier revelations of Pentagon
papers hy The New York
Pimes, The Washingion DPost
-and  other newspapers. The
magazine, which is edited by
Williara F. Buckley Jr., said
the new documents were .sup-
_plicd by an inforinant who be-
“lieved The Times account con-
veyed a “distorted impression”
of what happened in Vielnam,
The National Review docu-

ments do not avpear to be
among - the Pentagon papers

reported by The Times and
The Post. The National Review
documents tend to ghow—like
some of the papors revealed:
carlier—ihat one group of
high officials argued in the
mid-1960s that the Vietnam
war cowld be won by sudden,
massive escalation but could
not be won by military “grad-
ualism.” :
According to the papers pub-
lished hy the National Review,
Air Yorce and Central Intel-
ligence Agency members of an
interdepartmental commitice
in Oclober 1964 reconumended
a “sharp knock” or “guantum
esealation” strategy, including
such measures as the closing
of  Haiphong and Sihanouk-
ville harbors, rapid destric-
tion of all North Vietnamaoese
{hermal power installations and
destruction of rail lines lnk-
ing China and North Vicinaro,

These meubers also 1ecor:
' raended destruction of the Red
iver dikes in North Vietnam,
neutralization of Mainan Jsland
Coff the Vietnamese coast and
““demonstration drop of nu-

military’
officials twice recommended &

.Jn connection with the nu-
clear - “demonsiration,” the
document cited o May 26, 1854,
recormaendation  from  Adwm,
Avthur W. Radiord, chairman\
of the Joint Chiefs of Stalf,
10 Sceretary  of  Defense
Cherles 1. Wilson., That rec
ommendation, which was ccm-‘
tairned in tha Pentagon secrel
history and published by The)
Nev: York ‘Times, advocated!
“«emploving  atemic . weapons,
whenever  advanlegeous” if
{ths Chinese Communisty in-
tervene in Indochina,

The Oclober 1564 documient
published by the National
feview  argued  that  the
Uniled Stalos could provent a
Commusnist {akeover in Viets
nam only by =doplien of mas-

sive esculation. The document
concluded that “if, for what-
ever reason, it is decided to
he paramountly undesirable
to adoot such a slraie
therefore  as a consequence
impossible {o echicve our ob-
yeclive-~the U.8. shouwld re-
nounce its commitment in
Southeast Asia, and withdraw
as vapidly as is physically:
possihle”

The National Review

aidj Aevel
the Air Force-CIA statoment\’ “{n discuss a possible U.S. dee-

was a “‘mminorily” report that
wenl further than the approv-
ed text of the interdeperimen-
tal study. The magazine said
it was not clear whether this!
minority statemen{ was cver
placed belfore the National

Security Council or Presiclent\/

Johnson,
Cable to Yoint Chiefs

Another document publishad
by the Nalional Review was
said to be a February 12, 1985,
cable to the Joinl Chiefs of
Staff from Adm., U.S. Grant
Sharp, then Cominander in
Chief of U8, forces in
the Tracific (abbreviated
CINCPAC). The cable said
Sharp concurred in the “gen.
eral approach” of “Annex
November” of Opplan (Opera-
' 1tions Plan) 63-34K., Skarp add-!
fod that he did not concur in
dhe “postdrep airborne moni-.
itoring requirements” for ihe

plan because additional facili-t

s
!

if  GNVN [Government of
Novth Vietnam] does not re-

Gulf of Toukin of “predicied!
fallont patierns, if any.”
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" eCINCPAC [Sharp] concars
that incrcased risk of teusions
with Chicoms (Chinsse Com-
munists) and USSR will re-
sult from successful comple-
tion of - demonstration drnp.!
However, if this is primary!
eriterion for ‘determining’
scope and nafure of military
epevalions in SE Asia, it is
elear to me that withdrawal
lis preferred convse of action,”
ithe cable gaid.

The Jdocument added that
“otal impact of & successiul
‘hi;ih altitude drop off Mal-
[phong harbor on DRV [Demo-
Leralic Republie of Vietname
‘Novth  Vietnam)  Jeadeisap
Hmapossible to estimate direct-
Iy, Dowever, CINCPAC finds
gt ditficult to visualize any
bothier course of action for us
in  prosent  conflict  which
wonld ba more likely to (@)
bring DRV to conference
table (b) enable ug to seftle
conflict on favorable terms
for ourselves; and GVN [Gov-
crnment  of  Victnam--South
Vietnawmi and save lives
of American fighting mean?

Anather Nalicial  Review
document dated Feb. 10, 18G5
.—{wo days before the date of
|the  Eharp cable —-indicates,
‘thatl Secretary of Stale Dean:
Rusk was strongly oppozed to!
“the use of nuclear weaponsi
in Vietnam. This paper is said
to be the text of a hand-
“written note by Rusk sum-
marizing the yvesults of a high-

departmental  meeting

1Y

‘laration of war.

According to the Rusk notes,
a declaration of war by the
‘United  Stales “conjurcs up
iprospect of use of alemic
weapons which we do nol
want cven to suggest”

Grrecedent of ored’

Awong the other reasons for
opposing a declaration of war,
the Rusk notes show, were the
“precedent of Korea as an un-
declared war,” the prior com-
jitment on many cccasjons of
U8, troops by presidential
order and the feot that it wasg

wneertain whom the United
States should “declare  war.
against. : )
The notes said the Tonkin
(Gulf Resoluiion of August

11664 was a sufficient authority

for “a short term cffort’-—and.

“estimated that “sharp actions”
proposed by the Joint Chicf of
«iaff would make possible the
conclusion of overt U.S. mili-

an

aporations,” the note said,

Other docuaments published
by the National Review in-
clude: :

e A Jupe 1663 paper
Prof, Daniel Foorstin (now
ircctor of the Smithsoninrn
National Museum of FHistory
and Technology) reporiing to
President Kennedy thaet a com-
majtice of historians and cul-
ural anthropologists con-
cludes the Amecrican public
does not tend to support “pro-
tracted war”

¢ A December 1963 report
atiribuled to the head of the,
“Pivision of Psycholagical As /
sessiment, CIAY arguing that
a profracted war would have
“Qisastrous results” in Viel-
nam and divide thoe American
public -- bul that & one-lo-tvwo-
year war would not, ,
1@ June 1964 agsessmanis at-
AAributed {o the CJA l‘oi\-m‘ting/\/ .
lthaL the Sovict Union would
‘not be likely to {zke nuclear
jaction in Vietnam and csti-
‘maiing that China would in-|
fervene direclly in the war
only if North Vieinaim

“on the point of total defeat.”)

by

wRs,

X

e The December 1884 report
of “an eminent private citi~‘|
zen,” whom the National Re|
view suggesis may huve been)
Dean Acheson, recommendingi
thai the United States should;
not involve its forces in overtj
fighting in Vietnam unless ity
is willing to discontinue the,
existing “policy of accommo-
dation” with the Soviet Union,

In an editorial, the National|
Ieview said it was publishing’
only fragments of the material
mede available to it and might’
publish more later. The maz-
azine said it had established
{o its satisfaction that the dee-
juments being printed do not
‘damage U.S. national security.
and in fact “advance the na-
tional interest.” -

There was no comment on
the National TReview papers
{rom the Defenze Department
'or the Justice Department.
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